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happens is, because we refuse to regu-
late our consumption or reduce it sub-
stantially—because, frankly, we can re-
duce some through technology and 
through alternatives, but we just can’t 
restrict consumption because we will 
restrict economic growth, which we do 
not want to do. 

But what happens, then, is we begin 
importing from other countries, coun-
tries that have lower environmental 
standards than we do, countries that 
have less capacity to enforce the mea-
ger regulations they have on the books, 
countries that are more desperate for 
jobs. Although we want them, there are 
countries desperate for them. So, inad-
vertently, we end up increasing pollu-
tion, damaging the world environment 
because we refuse to adopt common-
sense principles, which are to extract 
national resources and develop energy 
on our own soil, off our own conti-
nental shelf, and minimize the deg-
radation internationally. 

If anybody wants to come to the Sen-
ate floor and debate that with me, I 
will be more than happy to debate it 
because I am scrambling for informa-
tion. Perhaps I have gotten informa-
tion incorrectly. 

I am very concerned because America 
consumes so much oil and so much gas. 
I know a lot of that production comes 
from the Mideast. But now we are ask-
ing it of Venezuela and now we are ask-
ing countries in Africa. They want to, 
of course, because if they ship oil to us, 
their countries make money. They put 
their people to work. I understand 
that. We produce a lot of oil and gas. 

But I am also well aware, as a pro-
ducer, of the environmental degrada-
tion that can occur if we do not have 
strong rules and regulations, strong 
court systems, and a mature political 
system that can monitor it. 

I say to the leaders in our country, 
when we force production off of our 
shore, we damage the international en-
vironment. It is not right. If some envi-
ronmental organizations want to chal-
lenge that comment, then please do it. 
I urge them to send mail to me or send 
e-mails to me and tell me why I am 
wrong; that we can easily and clearly 
and without damage drill in other 
places of the world. 

I don’t believe it because I know 
what we went through in the Louisiana 
Legislature over 20 years ago, led by a 
group of very great legislators, to try 
to bring good rules and regulations to 
the industry. Now the industry is doing 
much better. But 30 and 40 years ago, 
people were not too interested in envi-
ronmental rules and regulations. So I 
know what can occur when the rules 
and regulations are not there. 

I wonder how the people of California 
or Florida might feel about the fact 
that, because they refuse to produce, 
somebody is producing somewhere for 
them, in places that do not have rules 
and regulations like they do, in places 
they cannot be enforced. 

What about the children who live in 
those areas? What about the families 

who are struggling with meager in-
comes? What environmental legacies 
are we leaving in Third World coun-
tries around the globe? 

For all the reasons—for independ-
ence, for national security, for jobs, for 
the economy, and for making this 
world a more beautiful place than we 
found it when we got here—I urge this 
Senate to take seriously the bill that is 
being put forward by both Senators 
from New Mexico, the chairman, and 
the ranking member, to pass an Energy 
bill before we leave for the August 
break. I will stand with them. The peo-
ple of Louisiana support this bill. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduced the 
Local Law Enforcement Act, a bill that 
would add new categories to current 
hate crimes law, sending a signal that 
violence of any kind is unacceptable in 
our society. 

I would like to describe a terrible 
crime that occurred in San Jose, CA. 
On September 14, 2001, a young Muslim 
university student was forcibly el-
bowed out of line in a coffee shop. After 
pushing the young student, the man 
then told the clerk, ‘‘I’m an American, 
serve me first.’’ 

I believe that Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 
become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well.

f 

THE ASSAULT WEAPONS BAN 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, in 1994 I 
supported legislation which President 
Clinton signed into law a banning of 
the production of certain semiauto-
matic assault weapons and high-capac-
ity ammunition magazines. The 1994 
law banned a list of 19 specific weapons 
as well as a number of other weapons 
incorporating certain design character-
istics such as pistol grips, folding 
stocks, bayonet mounts, and flash sup-
pressors. The 1994 assault weapons ban 
prohibited the manufacture of semi-
automatic weapons that incorporate at 
least two of these military features and 
accept a detachable magazine. Pre-ex-
isting military-style semiautomatic 
weapons were not banned. This law is 

scheduled to sunset on September 13, 
2004. 

Earlier this year, Senator FEINSTEIN 
introduced the Assault Weapons Ban 
Reauthorization Act, which would re-
authorize this important piece of gun 
safety legislation. I am a cosponsor of 
this bill because I believe it is critical 
that we keep these weapons off the 
streets and out of our communities. 
Senator FEINSTEIN’s bill also includes a 
provision that would ban the importa-
tion of large capacity ammunition 
feeding devices. This provision passed 
the Senate 59 to 39, as an amendment 
to the 1999 Juvenile Justice bill, and 
passed the House by unanimous con-
sent. However, the 106th Congress 
never passed the Juvenile Justice bill 
because it got stuck in conference, and 
thus the import ban never became law. 

Studies have shown that the assault 
weapons ban legislation works. Accord-
ing to National Institute of Justice 
statistics reported by the Brady Cam-
paign to Prevent Gun Violence, gun 
trace requests for assault weapons de-
clined 20 percent in the first calendar 
year after the ban took effect, dropping 
from 4,077 in 1994 to 3,268 in 1995. This 
indicates that fewer of these weapons 
were making it onto the streets. 

If the law is not reauthorized, the 
production of assault weapons can le-
gally resume. Restarting production of 
these weapons will increase their num-
ber and availability and inevitably lead 
to a rise in gun crimes committed with 
assault weapons. The Congress should 
act this year to reauthorize the ban.

f 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG AND MEDI-
CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2003 

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to reflect on the recently passed 
Prescription Drug and Medicare Im-
provement Act of 2003, S.1. I am 
pleased to support this bipartisan ef-
fort both in the Senate Finance Com-
mittee and here on the floor. I believe 
this bill represents a positive com-
promise and a good start for America’s 
senior citizens and individuals with 
disabilities who have relied on the 
Medicare Program for generations. I 
hope that the conferees act delib-
erately and fairly in the coming weeks 
to embrace what is good about this bill 
and to retain its bipartisan spirit. This 
process has been a long road for many 
of us who have worked on this issue for 
years but it has been an even longer 
road for America’s seniors, who have 
watched drug prices escalate while 
Washington failed to act. Like all leg-
islative products, this bill is not per-
fect. I have worked to improve this bill 
for Arkansas seniors in many ways, 
and I am committed to correcting any 
problems with it as it is implemented. 

Despite its shortcomings, which I 
will detail later, S. 1 is much better for 
Arkansans than the plan President 
Bush proposed earlier this year. First 
and foremost, S. 1 gives all Medicare 
beneficiaries access to a prescription 
drug benefit. Under President Bush’s 
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